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REMARKS 



In this Amendment, Applicant has amended Claims 1, 5, 6, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19 
and 20, and cancelled Claims 13, 15 and 18. Claims 13, 15 and 18 have been cancelled 
without prejudice or disclaimer. Claims 1, 5, 6, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19 and 20 have been 
amended to overcome the rejections and further specify the embodiments of the present 
invention. The support for the amendments to the claims can be found throughout the 
specification. It is respectfully submitted that no new matter has been introduced by the 
amended claims. All claims are now present for examination and favorable 
reconsideration is respectfully requested in view of the preceding amendments and the 
following comments. 

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT : 

The information disclosure statement filed on October 31, 2001 and April 2, 2004 
was not consider due to allegedly failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.98(a)(2), which 
requires a legible copy of each U.S. and foreign patent; each publication etc. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the legible copies of the relevant foreign 
patents and publications cited in the information disclosure statement filed on October 
^ 31, 2001 and April 2, 2004 were properly provided to the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office on their respective filing dates. Enclosed please find the copies of the stamped 
postcard and the information disclosure statement, which constitute the prima facie 
evidence that the listed references were submitted. In addition, Applicant hereby 
provides another set of legible copies of the references of the previously submitted 
information disclosure statement. 

1 Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner consider the information disclosure 

A statement filed on October 31, 2001, April 2, 2004 and January 26, 2005, and return the 
properly signed PTO-1449. 
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REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 102 : 



Attorney Docket: P67026US0 



Claims 1 - 2 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (b) as allegedly being 
anticipated by Beach et al. (US Patent 5,388,268), hereinafter Beach. Claims 13 and 15 
have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 (e) as allegedly being anticipated by Carroll et 
al. (US Patent 6,651,098), hereinafter Carroll. Claim 18 has been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102 (e) as allegedly being anticipated by Johnson et al. (US Patent 5,964,839), 
hereinafter Johnson. 

Applicant traverses the rejection and respectfully submits that the present-claimed 
invention is not anticipated by the cited reference. At first. Claims 13, 15 and 18 have 
been cancelled. Therefore, the rejection to these claims is moot. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the embodiments of the present invention as 
presently amended in Claims 1 ~ 2 are different from the disclosure in Beach. According 
to the amended Claim 1, the monitor computer calculates the using time for each 
application software product excluding idle state time, which is the period from a time 
point when a certain time has passed from an action of the application software product 
up to a next action. In addition, the monitor computer calculates a total idle state time to 
sum idle state time divided into each application software product, calculates a use rate 
for each of the application software products which is a rate of the using time of each 
application software products in total using time and the total idle state time of all 
application software products, a use rate of idle state which is a rate of the total idle state 
time in total using time and the total idle state time of all application software products 
and outputs a use efficiency including the using time and the use rate for each of the 
application software products, the total idle state time and the rate of the idle state. 

Therefore, the invention as in amended Claim 1 is enabled to treat a total idle state 
time like one of application software products, compare the using time of each 
application software product with the total using time and the total idle state time, and 
easily compare the use rate for each of the application software products with the rate of 
the idle state. However, Beach does not disclose or suggest the list of the rate of the total 
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idle state and the use rate for each of the appHcations like the Fig. 3 in the embodiments 
of the present invention in Claims 1-2. 

Therefore, the newly presented claims are not anticipated by Beach, Carroll and 
Johnson, and the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 has been overcome. Accordingly, 
withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 is respectfully requested. 

REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. $ 103 : 

Claims 3-4 and 9-12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Beach in view of Johnson. Claims 5-8 have been rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Beach in view of Freund 
(US Patent 5,987,61 1). Claims 14 and 16 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Beach in view of Hirokawa (US Patent 6,697,172). 
Claims 17 and 19 - 20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Freund in view of Wattenberg (US Patent 6,583,794). 

Applicant traverses the rejection and respectfully submits that the rejections under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) have been overcome in view of the Claims 1, 5, 6, 11, 12, 14, 17, 19 
and 20 as presently amended. At first, by their dependency on Claim 1, Claims 3-12 
include the features that are not disclosed or suggested in Beach, as described above. 
Therefore, there is no motivation to combine Beach with Johnson or Freund. Even if 
they are combined, the embodiments of the present invention in the Claims 3-12 will 
not be rendered obvious. 

In addition. Claim 14 has been amended to specify the embodiments of the 
invention, in which the monitor calculates the using time for each application software 
product excluding idle state time, which is a time period from a time point when a certain 
time has passed from an action of the application software products up to a next action. 
In addition, the monitor computer sums the using time for each monitor-subject 
computer, sums idle state time in all monitor-subject computers, calculates a working rate 
based on a ratio between the summed idle state time and the summed using time for each 
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monitor-subject computer, and displays a list of the names of the monitor-subject 
computers in an order of the working rate. Therefore, the embodiment of the present 
invention as in amended Claim 14 is enabled to easily understand the order of the 
working rate of the monitor-subject computers. Claims 16-17 and 19-20 also include 
these features due to their dependency on Claim 14. 

To the contrary, Beach, Hirokawa, Freund and Wattenberg do not teach or 
suggest that the calculation of the working rate based on a ratio between the summed idle 
state time and the summed using time for each monitor-subject computer, nor the display 
of the list of the names of the monitor-subject computers in an order of the working time. 
According to the disclosure of these references, a person of ordinary skill in the art is not 
able to easily understand the order of the working rate of the monitor-subject computers. 

Therefore, the newly presented claims are not unpatanble over Beach in view of 
Johnson or Freund, Beach in view of Hirokawa, Freund in view of Wattenberg and the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 has been overcome. Accordingly, withdrawal of the 
rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 is respectfully requested. 

Having overcome all outstanding grounds of rejection, the application is now in 
condition for allowance, and prompt action toward that end is respectfully solicited. 



Respectfully submitted. 



JACOBSON HOLMAN PLLC 



400 Seventh Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
Atty. Dkt. No.: P67026US0 



Date: April 11,2005 
(202) 638-6666 
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In re Application of: 
Mikio FUKASAWA 

Serial No.: ,09/922945 ^ Group Art Unit: 2184 

Filed: August 1, 2001 

For: COMPUTER MONITORING SYSTEM 

INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Commissioner of Patents 
Washington, DC 20231^ 

Sir: 

As a means of complying with the duty. of disclosure under 37 
CFR §1.56, and in accordance with 37 CFR §§1.97 and 1.98, 
Applicant (s) , through the undersigned attorney, submits this 
Information Disclosure Statement. The patents, publications or 
other information submitted herewith are listed on the attached 
Form PTO-1449 and copies are attached. 

Document AL Is discussed • on page 1 of the instant 
specification. 

In accordance with 37 CFR §1.97 (b) (1) or (2) , this Information 
Disclosure Statement is being filed either within three months of 
the filing date of the above- identified application, or within 
three months of the date of entry into the national stage 'of the 
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400 Seventh Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20004 
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Atty. Dkt. No.: P67026USO 
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